
Figure 2-1. Travel Distance from MHICM offices to veteran residence.
                    Percent of veterans with case manager reported follow-up data N=4,202).

Figure 2-2. Travel Time from MHICM offices to veteran residence.
                    Percent of veterans with case manager reported follow-up data (N=4,162).
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Figure 2-3. MHICM clients reporting expression of violence or criminal justice involvement.
                    Percent at entry (N=4,936) vs. Follow-up (N=3,402).

Figure 2-4. MHICM clients reporting expression of suicidality, hospitalization.
                    Percent at entry (N=4,884) vs. Follow-up (N=3,319).
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Figure 2-5. MHICM clients reporting living arrangements by level of independence.
                    Percent at entry (N=4,928) vs. follow-up (N=3,418).

Figure 2-6. MHICM clients reporting participation in productive activity.
                    Percent at entry (N=4,946) vs. follow-up (N=3,437).
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